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Multi-Objective Sequencing Problem
on Mixed-Model Two-sided Assembly Lines under Learning Effect

Wanwisa Naruemitwong' and Parames Chutima?

Abstract

Sequencing is an important method for solving
the mixed-model two-sided assembly lines problem to
reach maximum production efficiency. Many factors
such as multiple objectives and learning effect have to be
considered in solving the sequencing problem. These
make the problem more complicated as known as
“NP-Hard problem”. In this research, a Biogeography-based
Optimization (BBO) algorithm is adopted for solving the
sequencing problem to minimize variance of production

rates, utility work, and setup time. The results is compared

2

with well-known algorithms such as Non-dominated
Sorting Genetic Algorithms (NSGA-II) and Discrete
Particle Swarm Optimization (DPSO). The experiments
show that BBO has performed of convergence 98.67%
and ratio 76.13%, consequently, which are better than
NSGA-II and DPSO.
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angwidaLszTNslwme uazddidee Emigration
Rate Jusasinisawswaanvaslszannsluinig
fendnauvasdszmnslumelaia dwasns
awewWLINazilAiay ATasmMIanawaanazilatuIn
WasndszmnsvasmenIdaauiiaasneneny
WUdIaN e (Feature) wasdraaylulddszanns
yaamendfaaufingnindelisraavluinisiug
henin

v
Aav A oA

TuaouaINIA% BBO Aildluanudsoiiesit

i 1 a%nam’%aﬁmauL'%&J@T%@Tw'i’i"miqm
N a7 %’L"ﬁﬁ%mmﬁuﬁ’sUmmuwnﬂuﬁwhﬁ'u [17]
Tymaradnslaimuasn MPS=1:2:3 ugasitluns
SAfeUM NGRS INAAS T A, B uaz C 1%
1,2 UA% 3 Tu ANUEIGU AMNLNTBIEIGUMING®
Wiy 6 annsmrinnslasianuliiunaas et
A ITadaUMINRARIANTSR 1 Wiy IE
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FATIANAAY 5 FAIIFRINUAIANTNN 2 WA
aasangasidaay lusasidiaausiain

AN 1 TRIINUHIAN DA

Model Sequence | A B B C C C
String 1 2 3 4 5 6
"l a o AI v dl v 1
MA19°89N 2 ﬁ(ﬂ‘idﬂ’]@]E]UL‘EN@I%Y]VL@W’mﬂ’Tin
Strings Model Sequences
1 3 5 1 2 6 4
2 2 6 3 1 4 5
3 1 2 5 3 4 6
4 3 6 1 5 4 2
5 4 1 5 2 6 3

1w 2 Ussludiaiduiaglezaidvaiaai
d1qay ﬁ,’]a@%aﬁmauﬁuﬁuﬁqm"lﬁmﬁwmmm
Wattuiagdizasd 3 Wettuiagdszasdainisem 3

A5 9N 5 AANURUILUUVBIRATIANADL

Strings Varia'nce of Utility Se.tup Fitness Cr'nwding
Production Rates Work Time Distance
1 31.4556 15.6622 | 5.6877 2 Infinity
2 40.1222 15.5409 | 5.6253 1 3
3 47.4556 16.9536 | 5.5354 1 Infinity
4 22.6556 15.5363 | 5.6327 1 Infinity
5 34.7889 15.8744 | 6.3763 3 Infinity

& A o . AA e & Y

AN 4 Muuasl TN NMIaannITangw
(Migration Rate) waza1anuazidusainaia

A 6 6 o 1 A A6 6 a '

flfay lagmsmuuasalddianiazAansonen
anuudausaninniga (i 1) dadariaziien
gangaudTesdeuldauisinnuudusniosie
A v . o oo P
Femansnsnaauldaianei 6

a L AA e & a o
M199N 6 AFUTVILANTIVDIRAIIAG DL

A19199 3 ﬂ"]ﬁaﬁ%’u’?@qﬂi:mﬁua:mmmLL*ﬁuLm Variance of | Utility | Setup | Fitness | Species
i Variance of Utility Setup Strings Production Work Time Count
Strings Production Rates Work Time Rates
1 31.4556 15.6622 5.6877 1 31.4556 15.6622 5.6877 2 2
2 40.1222 15.5409 5.6253 2 40.1222 15.5409 5.6253 1 3
3 47.4556 16.9536 5.5354
4 22.6556 15.5363 5.6327 3 47.4556 16.9536 5.5354 1 3
5 34.7889 15.8744 6.3763 4 22.6556 15.5363 5.6327 1 3
.. 5 347880 | 158744 | 63763 3 1
RN 3 MARAAIANNULDILIIVDIRATIA19 DL
#1835 Non-Dominated Sorting [18] laHaaI0151971 4
uazruamANUnWILIUAI835 Crowding Distance N13aWsNLTN  (Immigration Rate: 1) WazN13

[18] szRasonInaaNuu st (A Fitness
LiNw) I@]UL’%N%’]ﬂﬁ@l‘%dﬁﬁﬂ’n&lLL%GLLNN’]T]‘?IIE!@
(" Fitness=1) ﬁ]uﬁdmmuﬁaLLiaﬁaﬂﬁqﬂmuéﬁu
aaTe lnuildranundsussandolaziinuadn
Crowding Distance .¥nnUata (Infinity) FINTNT 5

l:' 1 6 @ o 6 1 <
139N 4 ﬂ”]ﬁx‘lﬂ“ﬁ%ﬁl@]f]lﬂizﬁdﬂLLﬂ$ﬂ"lﬂ'J’"I§JLL°lNLL?x‘l

Strings . Varia.nce of Utility Sgtup Fitness
roduction Rates Work Time
1 31.4556 15.6622 5.6877 2
2 40.1222 15.5409 5.6253 1
3 47.4556 16.9536 5.5354 1
4 22.6556 15.5363 5.6327 1
5 34.7889 15.8744 6.3763 3
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oWuWaan (Emigration Rate: p) 1u3snsfianss
FADUN NN AN B Az (Feature) 2a9619au
lWae39fnoudng Baen Immigration Rate (A)
faumaasil
he=1(1-%)n=k+1
(12)

o

@1 Emigration Rate &un13ash

;%=EG)n=K+1 (13)

anuhasduvesmaiesldsentt k (Py ) Jaunsasit
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k n!

&) G
1434(8) (o)

Tn—1)!
Tagivnalven 1 Aadamnawswidngige

(14)

way E é’@mm’sawUwaaﬂg\iq@ﬁ@hwhﬁ'u 1 uay
n =K+ 1 lenanisfuwimasannen 7

A1TNN 7 MIWI AN WD DIFAIIA DL
A

String Species Count Hi Py By Pk

0.2500 | 0.7500 | 0.1667 | 0.5000 | 0.2500

0.5000
0.7500

0.5000
0.2500

0.3333
0.5000

0.3333
0.1667

0.3750
0.2500

o |w | —

4
2
3
1
5

T 5 MIDWINUANTTIATH WEI9NTNMT
FUI AN ATIM TN WA F25UTNITONINGESI
fmautauaniasusnsusnaneluaasssiae
udshluvnsinedudeliiiaanunanrangaes
FOIIEADL

NN
MIBNENBIRASIANABLAZRITIAIN
1) M IeARaNEAsIFALISNR ) adldlu
FESIRABUTIAT (2) viu
Y,=351264

ejuaaﬂm"lﬁam%aﬁ' 480 Z=361542

3) aNLaTN (r)Lﬁav‘hmiawuwa@‘%aﬁmau
ey r < Py azimianewidn lasagliidaziaa
lunsidendnlazanswean lasmiguenzas B
tqwledn Species Count Pinapsasesaey W
tg'mﬁaﬂa@‘%aﬁmauﬁ atilu Species Count a1 1 76139
fataan IessuRianTonnsangniiaziaes
g639M 4 Ao

Zyy = 3 1 Py = 0.1667 lawnsguen r
¥4 0 014 1 8anan ﬁﬁﬁ@uaaﬂuﬁvlﬁ r =0.3155
Gaen > Poy azlivinmsewen aseliwilawd

Zyz) =6 A1Py5 = 01667 Arfiguaenun e
r = 03007 96 T > Py5 azlaivinmsawaw asen
Tinflouldu

Zyzy =161 Pys = 0.1667 dﬁﬁz«juaanm"lﬁ
r=0.0420 G960 7 < Py usesiidnisawgwian
Liﬁﬂ"ﬁaaﬁaglﬁmﬁanm%:awawaaﬂ I@Umsqkum
209 B, Sangule’ B, = 05279 Geazldanegialsd
¥ 2 Belaeseiaeud 1 RssReSIFIAoUIELN
S9haeseinaaud 1 assdunvefi Yy(3) = 1 vm3
owawinlulu Zs FINT19N 8

A139N 8 NMIDWHNVAIRAIIA AL

Z=351264 Immigrate Emigrate
o o A o a a . select spe- | string in
2) fmIanewiLynaesdaey laiFunnaess bitfor | iescount | specie ssfrlﬁf; Xy (b)
. {a . { : . f tk
feauNian Species Count mﬁa@vl,ﬂauﬁamaﬂ rom# | coun
3 2 1 i 1
Iumﬂiﬂaua@iammmmum Spec1es Count ﬁﬂ'ﬂﬁ(ﬂ ) ) (1 0 5
3 ROMNAIGDL ﬂaﬁ@ﬁ\‘lﬂ'](ﬂa‘l_l‘ﬂ 2,3 ey 4%’muu
“mmiqumﬂmm’mm%tﬂummﬂu LI YiNng
a3wi 9 Mdiulysdinay
String | Bit Immigration Zj ,, (b) Emigration Xy, (b) | m3iuilse qA39A1N0Y
GNA 3 6 1 5 4 2
4 3 1 1 RTTE 3 6 1 5 4 2
EREEEY 3 6 1 5 4 2
LFUGH 1 2 5 3 4 6
3 2 1 5 Wiy 1 5 5 3 4 6
EiREEEY 1 5 2 3 4 6
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4) MEAIIFADUN [ UAURUNG N 39¥NNNT
FauusNiaaulasNTNaaSIiaey Y, Nunuay
laazldaasedaon v,=3 6 1 5 4 2 q3@13579N 9

MINNATH
dlavnnsanansasisasuSuusasuaiezdn
gjﬂﬁzmumiﬁaL@l“ﬁ'ﬂ@ﬁﬁm@%aﬁmau Z dvinns
saudunineluaassdaaulasldid Reciprocal
Exchange Mutatlon [17] TumsiaaTuaass
fnaaudslituaaueait
1) ienslidiantiasrhfatulasmsldassa

& o Lo a ' v  AAE &
gLammmiqum r Y]a%liz‘wl'l\‘i 0-1 I%ﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬂ“ﬁﬁl,ﬂ']‘ﬂ

“06N Qeer ST < Qi; Qo =0 a’ﬂ%&mﬁa:gmﬁaﬂ
° A o s ' &

TUhinIReTs dadnanuuiazdwlunisiien

FUITDAWIDALANFNATNA 15

1_PK,k
K (1-P
Yk=1(1-Pk k)

m(k) = (15)

lasfi m(k) fia anushazdulumsdenadldsionst k
Pyi Ao anusnazdusesmsiiasUasiann
nnmataihmgueld r = 03355 Gaaz’ll
A A & A A A a o

anagallisanyt 3 (13190 10) Sellaaiadney

3 @adfnnay AaaassdIaaun 4,2 uas 3

= . « A o
@A1979N 10 mmmanﬂu‘tumsm LOTb

No. | String | Species Count | Py, |1 — Py, | m(k) Gk

0.2500 | 0.7500 | 0.3529 | 0.3529 | Selected

0.3750 | 0.6250 | 0.2941 | 0.6470

4
2
3
1
5

nl s |w |~

0.2500 | 0.7500 | 0.3529

2) WeldsdTfianrifiasyinnsiaatunds i
a@%aﬁﬂmuﬁ'a%iluaﬂ%zimﬁﬁwmmé’uﬁ@lﬁ'ﬂ(ﬂzJ
azlfrnanusandulunsiuets (P,)=0.01 [19]
ﬁﬂmiﬂmﬁuﬁmmﬁmﬁv’mm’[ua@%aﬁmau 0.01x18
=0.18 N tWszaztiaznmsasuda I@mﬁmﬁ’umm
MUURATIANY 2 FUAUINIYNIMTRAUGILAINY

124

IMNAIBEIRAIIAALN 4 ﬁwm%ﬁu"l@”ﬁnmﬂqﬁ 3
= o o 1 dl d‘
FAUNUAILAUIN 1 (@1379% 11)

A159N 11 /39619 UNYINATRIOTU
3 6 1 5
3 6 5 1

String naudiazn

String wasdiaazn

w6 muﬁuam’%aﬁmauﬁﬁﬁq@LLazm’%a
faauiltlusoutall nasonrhmsdaaduaseazle
§AADLIUGN o lUuiuaaSsiaauEudL
LLa:ﬁwmiLﬁnmﬁﬁﬁq@"H

w7 muﬁua@’%aﬁmauﬁﬁﬁq@LLaza@ﬁa
faouiltlusaudaly mﬂ%maﬁﬂmﬂﬁumﬁaﬁq@
watlasnwlilddraaunanasandiunIzuIung
U5u1l39619 9 LT MIawew LazmIladugyme
1u LWi'lzsl,unizmuﬂmJ%'uﬂ;aawﬁﬂmﬁ@ﬁwauﬁ
LL&iﬂdﬁﬁwauﬁauﬂ%'uﬂiavlﬁ ﬁaﬁwmnﬁuma@%mﬁ
aoUITNAY (Y) uas amam@aum@aummwa (Z)
mnmmmmmm‘ﬂaﬂmnuummsmummm@
"bm'mummumaaamdm@]amimu

T 8 IR IUATUADUT 6.2 IUNTENS
ATLAASIWINTBLM IV AUA

it 9 'v1q@m:mumﬂﬁammﬁwmmaums
Fsmitmualy

7. NMINARDY
lumnaassazlsdgwunaspulumvadiay
MINEAV8d Memullen [20] uaziduaaduaadlu
a3eft 12 vonae 12 T Tasazutianduilym
Pwanas uaztluwiawelng danuuwandnranilu
(309709 WIN0 65, 148 WAz 205 Tu9% TS man
NAANDUIN 4,5, 10 LAY 15 HAAA N wazlauuanens
PINNMUGBINIEATIUNAA S T TIUANEN I

7.1 aana3na
Tuwddpndnisinaanasfiy NSGAII waz DPSO
YSpufsunuaanasny BBO dana3niy NSGAII
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[18] ATt IuNaaan BN NN BENTINIIN
WaLLaijiJgiéugnwmu lasnsAalienaasssinaay
juvw’ausjﬁﬂua@%aﬁmauﬁﬁ Nnniwinmsnsealanad
wazvnfinadwdielildaassiaauiain uaily
DuseTedaeujunaudluanuantuniall &
§ane3iu DPSO [21] Wwismamsdissanfinisns
dunidrasulasnisiisnuuunganssidund
21 IBRIFIUNIINMTIRTNFUINIIINSERUN1IOE
‘ﬁ'mum’uaaﬁammawaaam%ﬂiuga waandiluln
ANVBURZTIANNA 9 wirhmsesdaeuiile
WU LLﬁaﬁwﬁmauﬁiﬁﬁ'}ﬂﬁiﬂ%’ﬂﬂymﬁﬂmomi
ndanfinazduniaieltldzasidasuilndifss

e 12 dywinldluniide

o o Aad
ﬂ‘Uﬂ’W]E]U'Y]@I‘V]E‘Z@

7.2 AIAFNTIONE
lunsSeuiisuansiausaasoanasia BBO
NSGAII uaz DPSO lagazlddnlsaauanad 4 o
lunsienzh e ﬂ'lsgim"'lgﬂ@;uﬁmauﬁl,ﬁa’%a
(Convergence to the Pareto Optimal Set) [22] N1IN32a867
maanq’wﬁmauﬁﬁuwu (Spread Measurement) [23]
é’@liﬂdmmaaaﬁ’wmumjuﬁwauﬁﬁuwmﬁﬂuﬁ'umju
Ae aUﬁLL'ﬁ'ﬁG (Raito of Non-dominate Solution) [23]
wazt I filElunnsdwate (Computation Time to

Solution)

WANERaY

ifyninimaaas q;%‘;%a’:‘f dadundanm (MPS) ANNLTIHAIY Adulule
1 5 5:3:2:1:1 12 332640
Set 1
2 5 4:4:2:1:1 12 415800
3 5 7:3:2:2:1 15 10810800
Set 2 4 5 4:3:3:3:2 15 126126000
5 5 8:7:2:2:1 20 2.993E+09
Set3 6 5 S:4:4:433 20 2444F411
7 10 20 4.023E+12
Set 4
8 10 4:4:4:2:1:1:1:1:1:1 20 2.112E+15
Set 5 9 15 20:20:20:15:15:1:1:1:1:1:1:1:1:1:1 100 3.79E+78
10 15 15:15:10:10:10:10:10:10:4:1:1:1:1:1:1 100 9.959E+92
Bartholdi 148 4 7:3:4:6 20 4.655E+09
Lee 205 4 5:7:8:10 30 2.997E+15
= : a & @ a =
ATIWN 13 ATWITIULANDIVDIDANDINY
Parameter Settings NSGAII DPSO BBO
Population size 100 100 100
Number of Swarm P1.1:10-10 P1.2:5-20
P3.1:10-10 P3.2:10-10
P4.1:4-25 P4.2:4-25
P5.1:5-20 P5.2:5-20
Barthlodi:4-25 Lee:4-25
Crossover method Weight mapping crossover
Mutation Method Reciprocal exchange mutation Reciprocal exchange mutation
Crossover P1.1:0.8-0.1 P1.2:0.8-0.2
probability and. P2.1:0.9-0.1 P2.2:0.9-0.2
Mutation Probability P3.1:0.8-0.3 P3.2:0.7-03 ol
P4.1:0.9-0.1 P4.2:0.6-0.4
P5.1:0.9-0.2 P5.2:0.7-0.4
Bartholdi: 0.8-0.3 Lee:0.6-0.1
Learning factors 0.1
Inertia weight : 1
P1.1:S P1.2:S
P2.1:S P2.2:S
Migration model P3.1:L P32:L
P4.1:L P4.2:L
P5.1:.L P5.2:S
Bartholdi:L Lee:S
Learning effect 80% 80% 80%
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Problems
Efficiency Algorithm

Set1.1 | Set1.2 | Set2.1 | Set2.2 | Set3.1 | Set3.2 | Set4.1 | Set4.2 | Set5.1 | Set5.2 | Bartholdi Lee

NSGAII 0.0253 | 0.0288 | 0.0232 | 0.0403 | 0.0345 | 0.0468 | 0.0470 | 0.0660 | 0.1141 | 0.1007 0.0406 0.0513
Convergence DPSO 0.0245 | 0.0461 | 0.0451 | 0.0682 | 0.0377 | 0.0887 | 0.1036 | 0.1327 | 0.1679 | 0.1423 0.0794 0.1407
BBO 0.0243 | 0.0249 | 0.0171 | 0.0082 | 0.0035 | 0.0052 | 0.0057 | 0.0038 | 0.0270 | 0.0165 0.0135 0.0101
NSGAII 0.5736 | 0.6190 | 0.7124 | 0.6822 | 0.5892 | 0.6194 | 0.6771 | 0.6688 | 0.6007 | 0.6883 0.6566 0.7504
Spread DPSO 0.5606 | 0.6136 | 0.6210 | 0.6127 | 0.6623 | 0.5785 | 0.6009 | 0.4789 | 0.5327 | 0.5331 0.4984 0.5846
BBO 0.5033 | 0.5832 | 0.6053 | 0.6385 | 0.5707 | 0.5742 | 0.7946 | 0.6141 | 0.5088 | 0.5536 0.5420 0.5960

NSGAII 0.4095 | 0.4375 | 0.2424 | 0.1223 | 0.1062 | 0.0774 | 0.0927 | 0.1002 | 0.1140 | 0.1786 0.3762 0.1393
Ratio DPSO 0.2000 | 0.1406 | 0.1341 | 0.0489 | 0.0531 | 0.0229 | 0.0083 | 0.0022 | 0.0439 | 0.0500 0.0198 0.0000
BBO 0.5000 | 0.5469 | 0.6447 | 0.8287 | 0.8408 | 0.8997 | 0.8990 | 0.8976 | 0.8421 | 0.7714 0.6040 0.8607
NSGAII 304920 | 62847.5 | 663328 | 234640 | 38583.3 | 200793 | 992000 | 295525 | 93051.4 | 88903.5 | 24746.7 199528
Time(s) DPSO 8282.47 | 2584.65 | 15990.4 | 6793.67 | 22604.8 | 9491.06 | 5975.75 | 6816.25 | 125133 | 22183.8 5736 9193.21
BBO 244750 | 47370.1 | 260559 | 132634 | 106253 | 913452 | 760865 | 146784 | 419452 | 461715 | 19213.9 | 98564.2

@139t 15 manalSuuiisunmeasstvasudazdanasiia
Problems
Efficiency Algorithm

Set1.1 | Set1.2 | Set2.1 | Set2.2 | Set3.1 | Set3.2 | Set4.1 | Set4.2 | Set5.1 | Set5.2 | Bartholdi Lee % Std.

NSGAII 97.47 97.12 97.68 95.97 96.55 95.32 95.3 93.4 88.59 89.93 95.94 94.87 94.85 2.88

Convergence DPSO 97.55 95.39 95.49 93.18 96.23 91.13 89.64 86.73 83.21 85.77 92.06 85.93 91.03 4.76

BBO 97.57 97.51 98.29 99.18 99.65 99.48 99.43 99.62 973 98.35 98.65 98.99 98.67 0.86

NSGAII 42.64 38.1 28.76 31.78 41.08 38.06 3229 33.12 39.93 31.17 3434 24.96 34.69 5.34

Spread DPSO 43.94 38.64 379 38.73 33.77 42.15 39.91 52.11 46.73 46.69 50.16 41.54 42.69 541

BBO 49.67 41.68 39.47 36.15 4293 42.58 20.54 38.59 49.12 44.64 45.8 404 40.96 7.60

NSGAII 40.95 43.75 2424 12.23 10.62 7.74 9.27 10.02 11.4 17.86 37.62 13.93 19.97 13.35

Ratio DPSO 20 14.06 13.41 4.89 531 2.29 0.83 0.22 4.39 1.98 0 6.03 6.38
BBO 50 54.69 64.47 82.87 84.08 89.97 89.9 89.76 84.21 77.14 60.4 86.07 76.13 14.67

7.3 NMINABAATNITIH L(ﬂﬂ%

7.4 HAaN1INAADI

asnniymaldlumaidefuandraiu 12
1 S9dasdmavnineseus W iaesi
mm:auﬁmwiazﬂzymLﬁaﬁﬂﬁmﬂuaaﬁmauﬁﬁum
ﬁﬂﬁ:%ﬂ%mwmﬂﬁq@ lagvinnsaanuuuN A
WuY Full Factorial Design ﬁ’lﬁfi”l 2 Replicate ﬂfy%’l
NINAaad Set 1-4 IIWINIBUNNTHINIH 1500 JaU
uazilnINIIN@aas Set 5, Bartholdi (148) uas Lee
(205) S IMTOLNITNB 2000 SoU DeiiToazdue
aauaadlumsd 13 lasmssuldsunsy Matlab
2009a UwABNRNIABS Intel(R) CoreTM i7-2670QM
CPU@ 2.2GHz Ram 4 GB Window

NuaMINAsaslua1sef 14 Hafarson
Tosmahanssufsuiwdefifudasasen 15
Namimaaaé’a%’?@ammu:ﬁwums@;Lﬁngn@;uﬂ“mau
furiass wuimnilgw BBO ﬁf’uﬁmmigmﬁﬁﬂﬁm
faauiluasadnlng o mﬂﬁq@ 389898178 NSGAII
ez DPSO §IUMIRITANGI T IAFUTIOUSAIUNNT
mzmwam&iuﬁmauﬁ'ﬁuwu wudmnéTaﬂa’%ﬁuﬁmi
nyza zmmﬂa;uﬁwauﬁ"lammmﬁ'u lunsRasan
@T’mé'mflahwuaaa‘hmun@uﬁmauﬁﬁuwmﬁme"]
ﬂfcjuﬁmauﬁuﬁﬁa WUI13T BBO Uf10adwidn
Inden 1 mn‘?‘iq@ Ja9a931fa NSGAII uaz DPSO
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waziiloRansondunalunmsdumdiney wuinis
DPSO 1&’;m1umﬁumﬁmauﬁaUﬁq@ J0989N1AB
BBO & NSGAII sinazldinalunmsdumednaey
mﬂﬁq@

8. &1l
mmﬁﬂ@mmﬁ@ﬁwﬁumwa@ﬁﬁﬂmUfmqﬂszmﬁ
VUFNENTUIZNOUNAAN M HFNLULRBIA WAL LG
HanIznuNNIEERlasmaiiien 8ane3fin BBO
Lﬁwuwﬂizqﬂ@ﬂfﬁ WU TS aauTTRUaIAAOLT
I¢ansanesiiu BBO fUssdninwiianin NSGA-II
ez DPSO ﬁﬂu@ﬁumigvﬁwaaﬂéjuﬁmauﬁl,l,ﬁﬁﬁa
LLa:é”mﬂémmaaﬁhmuﬂgjuﬁmauﬁﬁuwuLﬁﬂuﬁunq'w
faaufuriass sawiis BBO ldalunsmdinau
Wasnin NSGA-II an Geusaslififiuin BBO
fanuminzanlumauidymluonuisoil
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